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pledged the Government, in conformity with its past 1

policy and professed principles, to promote the '

objects of the memorialists, was stricken out altogether.
Tills was the first fruit of intimidation on the one

tide, and concession and compromise on the other.
The majority of the House forbore to express their
own settled convictions; forbore to pledge themselves
to that course of disfavor to slavery and the slave-
trade, which consistency, honor, and humanity, requiredof them ; yielded everything of substance, and
retained little else than form. Could they have seen
that this was but the first stcn in a long line of con-
cessions, perhups not yet ended, surely the patriotic
tnen who continued that Congress would never have
taken that firai step.
What followed, air? In that aame year, North

Carolina tendered to tlte United States a cession of
the territory lying between the mountains which
form her present vM^yerti boundary and the Mississippi,and now consWuting the State of Tennessee,
upon condition "that the inhabitants should havcull
the privileges, benefits, and advantages, of the Ordinanceof 1787; provided, always, that no regulationsmade or to be made by Congress should lend to
emancipute slaves." Congress accepted this cession,and provided for the government of the ceded country
as a slaveholding Teriitory.Hitherto Congress had never sanctioned slaveholding.Never hitherto had a single slave been held
under any authority emanating front Congress. On
the contrary, as we have seen, in all the territoryhitherto acquired, slavery had been promptly abolished,and imprtgnabie barriers erected against its
renewed introduction. The acceptance of the North
Carolina cession reversed the policy of the Government,and was a step in the wrong direction. To
preserve the dominion of a few masters over an
inconsiderable number of slaves, established policy,settled principle, and safe precedent, were alike disregarded.It was a mischievous -an almost fatal
error.

In 1802, Georgia ceded to the United Stales the
country lying between her present western limit and
the Mfssissh't'V stfpntati.Tg- that the -Ordmaner
1737, in all its provisions, should extend to the ceded
territory, " that article only excepted which forbids
slavery." This cession was accepted, and the tcrri-
tory placed under a Terriiorial Government, restricted
from nil interference with slavery. This was the
second chapter in the history of reaction.*

In 1803, we acquired Louisiana by purchase front
the French Republic. There were at that time about
forty thousand slaves held within its limits, under
the French law. The treaty contained this'stipulution:

'* The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporatedin (tie Union ol the United States an<t admitted as
soon a-; possible, according to thejirmcipiesof the Federal
Constitution, to ttie enjoyment of ail the rights, advantages,and immunities 01 citizens of the United States; and,
in the mean time, lliey shall be maintained in the free enjoymentof their liberty, property, and the religion which
they profess.*'.8 Stat, at Large, V. 8, lit!.
This stipulation, interpreted according to the plain

sense of its terms, and curried into practical effect,
would have enfranchised every slave in Louisiana ; i
for no one, 1 apprehend, will venture to affirm that
the slaves were not inhabitants. Independently of
this stipulation, it was the duly of the Government.
even more imperative than in 1787, for since then the
whole country south of the Ohio and ensi of (he
Mississippi hud been formed into slave States and
slave Territories.to establish freedom ns the fundad0M''V 'h»' U''w But this duty
was not pe/forioi d. There Was some treble V'gistttionagiuUst the introduction of sluvt'H from foreign
countu^^and of slaves imported since 1798 irotn the
otitis in'ns ; but that was all, and that was useless.

^^*nicn came the cession of Florida by Spain in
^1320 The stipulation in the treaty was substantially

tin* same as in (lie treaty with France ;f the duty of
the Government In respect to the acquisition was

the same; and there was the same failure to performit.
Finally, Texas came in in 1S45, not as a Territory,

but as a State. Within tier limits, slavery was never
under the control of Congress. The existence of
slavery there was an obj ction to hi r admission into
the Union; but once admitted, and admitted as a

State, her internal legislation on that subject was as

much beyond the reach of the National Government
as before.
Now. sir, what would have been the result if the

policy which formed the cessions of North Carolina,
Georgia, France, and Spain, into slave Territories,
and finally admitted slavcholding Texas, had prevailedin 17S7 I Slavery, it is well known, existed
in the Northwestern Territory. The honorable
Senator front Illinois |.Mr. Docolas] has informed
us that slavery was continued in that State, notwithstandingthe Ordinance, under the protection of
the State Constitution. We know what persevering
eli'orts.continued from 1802 to 1807, and until final
rejection of the application here.were used to induce
Congress to suspend the operation of the slavery
prohibition in the Ordinance in respect to all the
territory not included within the limits of Ohio- We
know what arguments were employed.the snpie
precisely which have ever since been urged by those
who would reconcile the people to the extension of
slavery.the same, doubtless, which were urgid with
too futal success to persuade the National Legislature
to its first departure from the policy of 1774 and
1787. It was said that slavery would not be increased
by tfie proposed extension, its only effect being to
change the locality of persons already slaves; that
the happiness of the sluves would be promoted by
increased comforts of their new abodes; and, finally,
that emancipation would be promoted by spreading
the slaves over the largest possible extent of territory,
and thereby making emancipation safe.!
These facts furnish conclusive proof that but for

the nosilive prohibition of slavery by the Ordinance
of 1797, every fool of land went of the Alleghany
mountain* would have been at this day slave soil.
No Inw of phyeiccl geography or iormulion of the
earth, no want of adaptation oi soil or climate to the

freut staples of slave labor, no imaginary barrier in
egrees of latitude, would have arrested the progress

of the fatal blight.
Let us bo thankful that the wisdom of the founders

of the Republic foresaw, and by positive prohibition
prevented, this great calamity. Let us he thankful,
also, that those who followed them, though they
failed to imitate their example, were yet unwilling to
undo their work.

Let me rtow, sir, sum up the results of litis policy
of adding new slave Territories and new slave States
to the Union, which was substituted for the original
policy of free Territories nnd free States.

I ntake no remark here upon the admission of
Kentucky. That Stale was a district of Virginia,
and n< vera Territory of the United States. But out
of Territories ceded to the Union, and actually organizedunder national jurisdiction, since the adoption of
the Constitution, eight slave States have been erectedand admitted: Tennessee out of the cession of
North Carolina ; Alabama nnd Mississippi out of the
cession of Georgia; Louisiana, Missouri, and Arkansas,out of the cession of France; and Florida out of
the cession of Spain. Besides these States, we have
annexed slavi holding Texas, vasi in her undisputed
limits, und with vast claims beyond them, lit re are

eight new slave States, created and admitted out of
Territories, not one fool ol which had been ceded to
the V'btcd States prior to the Constitution, und five
of them out of foreign territory acquired by purchase
or annexation since its adoption.

Well, sir, where arc the free States which have
come into the Union out of those Territories 7 Tilers
is but one. Iowa is the single Slate yet adm tied
out of hII the vast Territories ucquirod sinco the or

gunization ol the Government.
Thus, sir, we see-that while the original policy of

the Government secured to freedom all the territory j
acquired before the Constitution, and all the Stutes
erected out of it, the reversal of that policy secured
to sluvcry most of the territory subsequently acquired,
und all the States formed out of it i xoept one.

Now, sir, I desire to submit to the Senate a com-

parison of the areas which belonged respectively to
freedom and to slavery at the date of the Constitution,und the areas which huvc been devoted to freedomand to slavery, rcspectivi ly, in States created
out of Territories ami admitted into the Union since
that date. I have compiled from the reports of the
Commissioner of the I,and Office a statement ex

hibitlng this comparison, which I will read :

KKKR STATES. So
States iu \7ri7, including Vermont and Maine lHl,(IRt
States out of Northwestern Territory, vi»: Ohio, Indiana,Illinois, Michigan, ami Wisconsin - 239 34.1
Stat* out of foreign territory acquired, vie: Iowa - ft 1,914

454,340
SLAVE STATES.

States In 1787, Including Kentucky . . . . 213,643
.State* out of territory within original limits, vii:,
Tennessee, Alabama, and Mlastaalppl 141,9G9

States out of foreign territory acquired, Including
Texas within her undisputed t>ournt*ri«H .173,7W4

7j'j,:»r7

Itifference In favor of slave States, in square miles 3oi,yt57
Add to this parts of Tatuaulipae and I 'oahuila, be
tween Nueces and Kio tirande, claimed by Texas 02,018

Add also part of New Mexico, east of Klo tirande,
claimed by Texas124,1133

And the vast aggregate difference would swell to 431,1418
Upon inspection of this table, it will be seen that,

had the original policy of the Government been per-
severed in, and no new slave States created out of
Territories, the difference of urea in favor of freedom
within tile originul limits of the Kcpublic would
have been 28*2,738 square miles; ond all territory ac

quired beyond those limits would of course have been
tree. It will l>e seen also that the reversal of this policy <

reduced this diilerenee to 18,905 square miles, and, '

by acquisitions of foreign territory, changed the bab
anee mid created a difference in favor of sluvery of i
304,907 square miles, which will be Increased, if the i

claims ot T. xtis are allowed, to tfie enormom quart-
tity of 431,918 square miles. Within these limits t

slavery suffers lor want of room!.is "cabined, a

cribbed, confined," and seeks n wider sphere ! «

Sir, complaints front the slave States, under these 1
circumatancea, sound strangely to me. Why, sir,
has not the policy of the Government been reversed b
in lavor of their system / Has not slavery been ex- 0

tended to undrenmed-of limits ? Have not the slave c

States been more than doubled in number ? llus tl
not their urea been almost tr pled in extent 7 Antl si
yet they complain.complain of the ngggreMlon* of f<
the North. They complain that the recapture of fugi- ^
live slaves is rendered difficult by free Stntniegislution «

and free State sentiment; una that tWw subject of p
slavery is discussed and adverse opinions formed in it
the free Stales, which the electors ask us to embody n

in national legislation; that slavery ban been already tl
excluded from a portion of the national territories ; a

and ihal a determination la manifested to prevent Its It
further extension, and to restore the original policy e

of slavery restriction and discouragement. b
Now, sir, ao far ua these oomplulnis have refer- e

nee to the notion of the people, it is Impossible to n

appease them. Tins is a Government of the people, |iand the voice of the people must be heard und re- u

spec-ted in its tulininisiruUon. The States ulao ure ti

Governments ot the people, und must be administeredin conformity with iho popular will. If the il
* More properly speaking the Ibird, situs ths cession of f,

the fltslricl of Columbia bad been previously accepted,
and the slave i odes ot Virginia ami Maryland adopted and
continued therein by act id I'oiigrtaa "
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icttled judgment and conscientious convictions of
he people arc again*! slavery, legislation, within constitutionallimits, must follow that judgment and
:hose convictions.

Arid, so far as these complaints respect the formeriction of the National Government, they who makethem complain of themselves. For where has relidcdthe practical control of this Government ?Let a few facts answer this question. At the close
jf the current Presidential term, the slnve Stateswill have held the Presidency fiftv-tw'o years; thefree States only twelve y^ars. Of the gentlemenwho have filled the Department of State, fourteen
have been from the slave States, and five only from
the free. Thirteen of the Judges of the SupremeCourt have been taken front the slave States; from
th«» fr».» XT- V...I fill.. I

inciTr. 11 U .1 <il IIIUIM I1IUU IlilK I1IH u

the office of Chief Justice during tin* century; end,
notwithstanding the population of the free States in
more than double the free population of the slave
States, the luttcr have alwuys been represented by a
majority of the Judges upon the Supreme Bench.
Of the Speakers of the House of Representatives,twelve have been from the sluve States, and eight
only from the free States; thus giving to the slave
Stales the control of the appoiniment of the committees,and, consequently, of the business ol the
House. Sir, it cannot be denied that the power of
this Government, in a'l its departments, has been
for many years, practically aud substantially, in the
hands of Southern men, and has been used to advancethe interests, real or supposed, of the slave
section of the country.
These are not my assertions merely. They are

the assertions of our public history, confirmed by
the testimony of Southern gentlemen. 1 b> g leave
to quote un extract from the Charleston Courier of
October 30, 1844 :
"Our past experience lias shown that the weight of the

South has been heavily felt in the political balance, and has
almost always monopolized high federal office.
"The Southern or slaveholdiug Slates have given Sii out

of leu Presidents to the Union the Northern or non-slave
holding States have given but four, and out of tliese four
the two last were chosen by a large mnjuritv of Southern
votes, aud the last was a native Virginian, filially devoted
to the rigIns and interests of the land of his birth; and
even the two first enlisted s strong Soutfu rn support.
"Again, of the six Southern Presidents, five were reelectedto their high offices, and each occupied it tor eighi years,

and only one will have occupied it but four years, riving iii
all to the slavt holding inlet est the posaess.on aud control
of the Presidency for forty-tour years out of fifty six. while
of the four non slaveholdiug Presidents three occupied die
Presidency but lour years each, and one only a little utonili,
siving in all to the non-alaveholding interest the possession
and control of (lie Presidency tor only twelve years out of
fifty six
" So of the Chief Justices of the Union; the South has had

three, and the North but two out of the five luciiinbeiits ol
that august judicial seat
"At this moment (October If1, l"dl) the Southern or

slaveholitiiig interest enioys a monopoly of high federal
office, executive judicial, legislative, military, and naval.
John Tyler, of V irgi iia, is President; and his Cabinet con
sirts of Joiiu (' Calhoun, a Suitli Carolinian. Secretary ol

Stute; fJeorge M llibb, a Kenliick lan. Secretary of the
Treasury; John V Mason, a Virginian, Secretary of the
Navy Charles A Wick tiff a Kentuckian. Postmaster Gener.il;John Nelson, a Marvlaii.b r, Attorney General: and
William Wilkins, a Pninsylvanian. the single exeepion on

the list. Secretary of War Roger II Taney, a Marylander,
is Chief Justice of the United Slates Willie P Mangum.a
North Carolinian, is President of the Senate anil John W.
Join s, s Virginian, is Speaker of the House of Kepreseutalues;and Sotillieifi men slainl at the head ol the rno*t|ini
riortant committees of both branches of Congress; Wtnficld
S oil, a Virginian, is Major General of our army ; ami
James Barron, a Virginian, senior officer of our navy and,
to crow ii all. Henry Clay, a Kentuckian, r
James K Polk, a Teniiessran, tlie IS-nt's ratic candidate
lor lbs ni it Presidency, securing to us tlie future as well as

" II" this be uot the lion's share ol political power, words
have lust Itieir meaning ; if thia tie not enough to xntisiy llie
South, she must be insatiable indeed."

All thin, Mr. President, vviih unimportant modifications,is as true of 1850 ns it was of 1844. The
President Hnd a majority of his Cabinet are slaveholders;the Speaker of the House is a slaveholder ;
the committees of both Houses are so constituted
that the slave interest may receive no damage; and
the slave States have now, as ever, a majority of the
Judges of the Supreme Court. The Kxecutlvq
Legislative, and Judicial Departments are in the
hands of the slave power. What more can they
desire!
Having referred, Mr. President, to the Supreme

Court, I desire to say something further in this placeof the regard paid to the security of slavery in the
organization of that tribunal. No one joins more
cordially than 1 in respectful acknowledgments of
the probity, learnings ""d ability of the distinguished
men who occupy its seats. But, eminent and uprightas they are, they are not more than other men
exempt from the bi >s of education, sympathy, and
interest. It was but the other day that the honorableSenator front Mississippi, ( Mr. Davis,| speaking
of the adjustment of the Texan boundary of this
(Jovrrmnent, said :

In referring il to the Senate, Texas referre I it In a body
in which al thai lime one half the members bud Interests
like those she drsired to maintain In referring it to the
President, she referred it to a Southern man, wh ise educationand association warranted a reliance both on his informationand his sympathies."
What more natural than that gentlemen front lite

slave States, in view of the questions likelv to come
before the Supreme Court, shuttld desire that a majorityof its members might " havo interests like
those which they would desire to maintain?" Certainit is that some care lias been taken to secure
stteh a constitution of the court, and not without
success. I have prepared a table showing nt one
view the circuits, the States composing them, and
the aggregate free population in each,-which 1 will
now submit:

FKKK STATUS.

Circuit States composing it. free pop. j uUtion.

First Maine, New Hampshire Massachusetts,and K bode Island 1.Q32.SH6
Second Vermont, Connecticut, anil New York 3,0.tU,c I?
Thl'd New Jersey and PenneyIvania (2,097 33!)
Seventh Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Michigan 2,893,783

SLAVE STATES.

Circuit. States composing it. Freepopulation.
Fourth Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia 1'2111,.">72
Filth Alshitina and Louisiana - - - Ml ,283
Sixth North Carolina, South Carolina, and

Georgia 1,187,410
Eighth Kentucky, Tennessee, and Missouri

NinthMississippi and Arkansas - - 2.18,079

From litis it will be seen that in order to secure a

maturity from the sluve States upon the bench, the
circuits ure so arranged that, with something has
than luilf ut tile ri mini! lotion tin- slave St a toe have
five circuits and five judges out of nine. The smallestof tin- si ive Stale circuits contains little more
than one-seventh of tlu free population of the smallestof the free State circuits; while the largest of
the lutter contains near twice the number of free
inhabitants in the largest of the former. The four
Southwestern slave States, lying contiguous to each
other, arc divided Into two circuits, while tit four
Northwestern free States, with nearly four times the
free population, compose but one.

Mr. I'resident, ! have spoken freely of slave State
ascendency in the affairs of this Government, but I
desire not to be misunderstood 1 take no sectional
position. The supporters of slavery are the seclonulists,if sectionalism there arc. Freedom is
national; slavery only is local and sectional. I lo
not complain at all that the offices of the country
dave been tilled hy Southern gentlemen. Lot them
'rave the offices, if they will only administer the
[foveriimcnt in conformity with itsoriginul principles,
lint I do eompluin that it lias not been so ndminislered;that its powers have been perverted to the
support of an institution which those principles
condemn; and that, in consequence of this perversion,we are involved in all the difficulties of tlie
struggle between slavery and freedom, in the midst
of which we now ore.

I shall now proceed still further to illustrate the
character and rt suits of the slavery extension as
contrasted with the slavery restriction policy, hy a

comparison of the present condition of Ohio, in respectto population, area, and political power, with
the seven sluve States which have come into the
Union since the date of her admission. 1 shall submitthis comparison in tabular form

.. . Vote* £ S
Pat. or An*' for Pre.1 ! <SUI" - - | tsyss vX.jlJS

Ohio No*. itJ, inty i,r>ty W7 ;w,otM 21 2 2.1
Slut rs ailiiullril since

U*. April fi, 1*12 IH.1959 to Ol 31.85.1 I 2 li
Miss Dm. 10, 1*17, l*i,4lo 47,147 51,378 4 '2 (i
Ala. P»r. 14,1819, 317 221 51732 111,HO 7 'i 9
Mo. Aug. I'l, 1*21 325 482 87,3-41 72,718 r> -2 7
Ark. Juns 15, MM 77,8.19 52 19* IS **N | y ;t
Kla. Mar. 3,1*45 r.4 477 59 288 7.777 I -2 1
Tex. Um. -29, 1840 104,141 118,509 12 5.15 2, 2 4

Aggregate of Slate* 1,203316 471,715 2:*!,82-2 21 11:«

These arc the rcsulis. Ohio was admitted into the
Union in 1302. Nile had, in 1340, upon an arm of
not quite forty thousand square mil s, u free populalionof more than a million nnd a half, and three
hundred and twenty-eight thousand voters. Seven
nhive States have been admitted since. They had in
1*10, making the prop< r dt duction from the enumerationof Texas in 1847 given in the table, upon an
ircti nearly twelve times greater than thatol Ohio, a

luarter of a million less inhabitants, and ninety
(housand fewer voters. And yet these States, havng,in addition to their free population, a rcp'esenl1*a/** iinnnUllnti s\f f.uir Mnii flf'tV.siv limn.

..... ....,

anil slave*, have threo votes more in the House
»f Representatives, twelve votes more in the Senate,
ind fifteen votes more in the eieetoral college. Such
ire the fruits of slavery extension.less population,
arijer area, ami more political power.
And now, Mr. President, let me ask what have

een the results, on u larger scale, of the subversion
f the original policy of slavery restriction and disouragement,and the substitution, in disregard of
lie letter and spirit of the Constitution, til' the oppoitepolicy 7 Why, sir, instead of six skive Stun a.
ir I do not reckon among the slave States Now
ork or New Jersey, in both which emancipation
'as expected in 178?, and soon after actually took
lace.instead of six slave States, we have fifteen ;
isteud of u majority of free States, we hnvt an equal
umber of slave and free; instead of acvcn hundred
lion sand slaves, we have three millions; instead of
pro|M rty estimate of them at ten millions of dolirs,we hear them ratwi at a thousand millions, and
ven fifteen hundred millions; instead of slavery
elng regarded us a curse, a reproach, a blight, an

vil, a wrong, a sin, vvu are now told that it is the
tost stable foundation of our institutions, the Imp
lest relation that labor can sustain to capital; a

leading to both traces, the white and the black, the
aaster and the slave
Sir, this is a great change, und u sad change. If
goes on, the spirit of liberty must at length become

xttnet and u despotism will be established under the
orrn of free institutions.
Mr. President, I do not know that any monument
as been erected over the grave of Jefferson, in Vtrinia.
Mr. M ASON. There is.a granite obelisk.

rHE NATIONAL ER
Mr. CHASE. 1 am glad to hear it. No monumentalmarhie bears a nobler name.
Mr. SEWARD. The inscription in " Here was

buried Thomas Jefferson, Author of the Declaration
of American Independence, of the Statutes of Virginiafor Religious Freedom, and Father of the Universityof Virginia."

Mr. CHASE. It is an appropriate inscription,
and worthily commemorates distinguished services.
Hut, Mr. President, if a stranger from some foreign
land should ask me for the monument of Jefferson,
1 would not take him to Virginia, and bid him look
uii a gramir uuciiB*, iiuwcyci »umir.ii>n' m n« p<"

portions or its inscriptions. 1 would ask him to accompanymc beyond the Alleghanics, into the midst
of the broad Northwest, nnd would say to him :

Si tnonurnentum quteris circumspice!
Beheld, on every side, his monument. These thronged
cities, these nourishing villages, these cultivated
fields; thes- million happy homes of prosperous
freemen | these churches, these schools; these asylumslor the unfortunate and the helpless ; these institutionsof education, religion,and humanity ; these
great States, great in their present resources, but
greater far in lite mighty energies by which the resourcesof the future are to be developed; these,
these are the monument of Jefl'crsori. His memoria
Is over all our Western land.

Our meanest rill, or mightiest river,
Rolls mingling with his fame forever.

But what monument should be erected to those
whose misapplied talents, energy, and perseverance,
have procured, or whose compromising timidity lias
permitted, the reversal of the policy of Jeflcrson I
What inscription should commemorate the acts of
those who have surrendered vast terri ories to slavery; who have disappointed the expectations of the
fathers of the Republic; who have prepared for our

country the dangers and difficulties which are now
around us, and upon us ? It is not for tne, sir, to
say w hat that inscription should be. Let it remain
a blank forever.
Without concluding, Mr. Chase g«ve way for a

motion to adjourn; wltereupon, the Senate adjourned.
Wednesday, March 2?, 1S50.

Mr. CHASK resumed: If, Mr. President, the
view s which I submitted to the Senate yesterday are

correct, there can l>« no foundation whatever for the
doctrine advanced, and somewhat boldly ol late, that
an equilibrium between the slaveholding and nonslnvchol.iingsections of our country lias been, is,
and ought to be, an approved feature of our political
system. No such equilibrium, nothing looking towardssuch an equilibrium, can be lound in the Constitution,nor in any early action under it. It was
not thought of by anybody. On the contrary, the
Constitution was formed for seven free States and
six slave States, and with full knowledge, on the part
of those who framed and those who adopted it, that
provision had been made by the Ordinance for the
erection of five additional free States out of the
Northwestern Territory. It wus equally well known
that Vermont must soon come, and that Maine must
ultimately come into the Union, and both as free
States. Many expected also that Kentucky would
come in as a free State. It is matter of history that
a strong ill'urt was made in the convention which
framril her Con (ituiion to provide for the al>olitlon
of slavery within Iter limits, and that this effort came
very near success. On the other hand, there is
nothing in history, so far as 1 am aware, which gives
the least Support <- Wen thru an ^rished (< /

the extension of slavery beyond the limits of the ex,1*110**<ijtie* 'V tor tlt^ /-".'ion of any more new
slave '.states wntfin-iii»»? iimfte. nui. ie\ 11 t*; oo*>cededthat it was anticipated thut all the territory
west of the Alleghanies und south of the Ohio would
be formed into slave States, just as it has been, and
where then would be the equilib ium ? Four slave
States Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, find Alabamaadded to the six existing slave States, would
make but ten; whereas the seven expected free "States
added to the seven existing free States, would make
fourteen; thus giving to the free States, alter the
division of every inch of territory into States, a majorityof eight in this Chamber, as well as a large
majority in the other House. The truth is, sir, thut
this idea of an equilibrium was never started until
after we began to create slave States out of territory
acquired front foreign Powers. It is alien to our
original policy, and inconsistent with the interests
ami the duty of thocountry.

Nor, Mr. President, is there any better foundation
for the assertion thut slavery anil freedom are entitled
to equal regard in the administration of this Governiment. The argument is, that the States are equal;
that each Slate has an equal tight with every other
Stale to determine for itself what shall be the chnr.aeter of its domestic institutions; und, therefore,
that every right acquired under the laws of any
State must be protected andenfjrci d in the National
Territories as in the Stme« wit.**- laws coufcrrcd it.
Sir, the argument docs not warrant the conclusion.
11 is true that the States are equal, entlrley, absolutely
equal; it is true that each State, except where
restrained by constitutional proviaii ns, may form
its domestic institutions according to its own

pleasure; Inn it is not true that ever' right derived
from State law can be carried iwyond the State into
tho Territories or elsewhere; it is n >t true, for example,that, if a State chooses to authorize slaveholdingwithin its limits, Congress Is therefore bound
to authorize slaveholding in the Territories, it is no
more true than thut a bank, chartered by the laws of
a pur.iciilur State, would have a right under thut law
to est.il lisb branches in the Territories, although the
National Government might be constitutionally incompetentto legalize banking. Why, sir, sluvery
depends entirely for its existence and continuance on

local law licyond the sphere of the operation of
aiieii it w no man can he compelled to submit to tile
condition of u slave, except by mora unauthorized
force.

I conic, now, Mr. President, to consider, in tho
lujht of these tfeiierai pr.ncipka, llu. particular questionsunder the consideration of the Senate. The
honorable Senator frum Kentucky has submitted ro
us several propositions, which mark out a general
plan for the settlement of ell questions growing out
of the subject of slavery. 1 am afraid, sir, that the
plan will hardly prove comprehensive enough. If we
were prepared to adopt the whol' scheme, who can

say that ther questions and other difficulties will
not urise Irani this prolific source of emburrassment
und trouble.
The first proposition nt the Senator from Krnnirlryrr

lutes to (lie hi in inkii >n nf (*u till >rmu It is not now a matterof dispute whether < ahlnriiia shall or shall not he ad
milted into the Union. That question is settled. No one
dnuhts that I" dil'oruia is to rome in, with tlie boundaries
whicli she claims and witli the I,'onstitution she tins adopted.I concur cordially in lies decision. As a Western
iiuii, I tliould liave rrlcrred the erection of two Stab s

rather itiau one out of the Territory acquired from Mexico
on the Pacific and I wish also, in common with many of
the most intelligent citizen* of Cahlornia. tiiat her eastern

houiidary bad heen restricted to tlie rungs of the Sierra
Nevada Under existing circumstance*, liowever. I desire
to see California come III as she is, without restriction and
without delay.

lint it is proposed to connect the admission of California
wilh the general settlement of the slavery question; it is

proposed also, since the recent report of a hill fur her admission,and ot a hill providing Territorial WoTemment*
for I i.ili and New M' xico, from the Committee on Territories.to give to this Territorial bill precedence over the
California hill. I urn opposed, sir, to hoth thise propositionsI expect iio good result, ill the present stale of the
country, from tlie appointment of such a committee to devisea general plan of settlement, in which the admission
of California shall he included The appointment of stirh
uii omnibus committee would excite alarm, distrust, indignationIt would not, in my judgment, inspire confidence
or command respect The task assigio d to il would he ail

impossible work .Membership of il would he an unenvia
hie distinction Any adjustment thut it could devise would
lie more likely to compromise the compromisers than to
restore tranquillity to the country I hope that the motion
tor the appointment of this committee may not he pressed
have observed, indeed, wilh pleasure, soma indications

that it w ill not be pursued.
Itoi it will be insisted that the Territorial hill for Utah

and New Mexico shall have precedence of the California
admission hill That, sir, is an adjustment in another
form. The design oflt is palpable enough. It is expected
licit it will he easier to carry the Territorial bill, without
any restriction as to slavery, before than after the admissionol California I do not know how this maybe; hut,
lor one, I will not ccnaent to change the order in which
the lulls are reported by the committee. The country will
regard, and, in my judgment, will justly regard, any
change in that order, postponing the Culilornia lull to the
Territorial hill, as a cone ssiou to the demand lor the ex(elisionid slavery over free Territories No such concessioncan ever receive the sanction of my Vote.

Mr. Kit U K Will the Senator bear wilh me for a
moment

Mi t 'II ASM With pleasure
Mi im H i: I dill not mvsell hear a remark which fell

from him some time since; hut I understand that lo- is underllic impression that I do not intend pressing the MotionI ban nisile lor the appointment of a committee.
Mr CM ASK I said I hoped it might not he pressed.
Mr I OOl K Willi tlie Senator's permission I will embracethe opportunity to say. and I w ish it lo he heard by

all the S iciiors present, or at least by those who are favorahleto the measure, that I hail hiqieil that this day the motionwould I ave been taken up and acted on I am still in
hopes that, alter we get through tine discussion, it may be
acted oil, il not to-day, at the earliest possible period I
dei to ii my duly, my m <wt aolemii duly, lo press the motionmust earnestly.
Mr CIIASK 1 am sorry to find, Mr President, that I

have been under a misapprehension as to the Senator's intentionI do not In lo re that it will be esteemed, in future
times, a crtd ' ode distinction to have been, in the year of
grace InVI, a uii tuber of any committee, by whose Intervention,or liv whose non intervention, free territory was

subjected lo lite blight ol slavery an unless the committee
is designed to promote this object, I tee no rrusolt why its
appointmeiit should he pr> ssed.

Mr. President, the m xl two propositions nf the Senator
lioin Kentucky relate to tin adjustment of tlie Texan Is military,nnd the assumption hy the United Slates ol' llitf Texan

l! set-ma to me, sir, llntl both these i|iit stums have been
brought prematurely into this (tiM'uswion I see no good
miaou lor prrasiug tio in at thin tiute upon (lie considers

H"' Si mu i \ in in in re Her Senators are In
line cliainbt r her ItcprcNciilalivcs are hi the other branch
ol' the Niitioual Legislature S!i» in one of the Lulled
Slad n It ie loo late to ipiemion the ronetilutlonallty of her
admission. Ami we might well leave all questions rollntiii'lwith the «rertiouof new States within her limits,
the liability ol the Culhd States for her debts, and the determinationother wesiern and northwestern boundary, to
be disposed of when they arise. Not one ol them is importantnow, xceiil that which relates to the boundary
between Texas a IS I New Mexico; and that should be determinedin a bill for the government of that Territory
rather than by a resolution, in loreed connection with distinctmatters lint aa ifitse tpoatious are lu re, and have
been made the subject of debate by Senators who have
preceded me. I |.rojH.se to slate my own impressions in regardto them.
And I wish to say, iu the first |ilace, that I do not doubt

the constitutional power ol Congress to admll Texas Ths
Ihi wi r lo admit uew Stab a is coi l< rred U|MUI Congress by
lhe Constitution III the broade st ao.l most general terms

("New Slabs may be admitted by Congress into llus
Idiot'," Is the language of the Constitution S'alesmeu and
roustitiitioual lawyers of great eminence hare denied, I
am aware, thai lloa js>w«r was designed lo extend lo the
admission of loreign Stales; but I ace no such lituilatioli III
the insiriimeul itself.

Hill a power to admit a new Stale ia a vrry different
Hung from a isiwsr to covenant lor the luturr admission of
other Statea, to he created out of the Stales admitted. Iu
my judgment the latter is aa completely beyond, aathe formerla completely within, the powers id' Congress The
question ol admission must be ad Ireaaed to the Congrrai
lo which thr application lor admission is made, and must
be deternilued according to u« own discretion, uncontrolled
by any action ol any prrceding Congress | do uot say
that Cougrraa call prtqaiee no terms or Coudillous of adinisslou,or uoue Wist will l>a bludlug. I think otherwise
I only aay that oue Congress cannot, upon the admission
of one Slats, bind (lis diacreiion of a subsequent
Congress in respect to the admisaiou of oltier new

States This seems lu me loo plant for argument:
tint let me add single illustralmu Suppose ( ongreas,
upon the admission of a Slate, slioiild agree lhal asacMin as

any district within It should contain five thousand inhabitants,it should he admitted aa a Slate would that stipulationbind a luiura Cougrtss I I tluuk uot.
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1 am very far, therefore, from concurring in the view* of

the honorable Senator froiu Maioai liuaeda in regard to the
obligation to admit new slave Stales out of Texas. I con
fesa, sir, that I was somewhat surprised bv the argument
which lie addressed to us I was aware tfial no one had
more zealously opposed the admission of Texas than that
distinguished Senator li. Ins strongest language and no
man uses stronger language he had denied the constitutionalityof the regoluuons of annexation Alter the adoptionof theae resolutions, and after compliance with the
,'on.liiiona tin .crania,I,-I ,,l the giiaraolies tendered by
them, on the part of Texas; when, according Ui Die arifti
inent of the Senator front Georgia, tJellvere.1 upon that
occasion, the faith of the (Joveriimeut »'»« firmly bound,
lie had Millspoken anil noted against her sdm'sson I Ins
iletertniiieil and unyielding opposition w as understood to
be based not only upon a conviction of the unconstitutionalityof the measure, but also upon a fixed and aettled
hostility to the extenaiou of slavery, and lothe increase, in

either brauch of the Legislature, or in any department ol

the Government,of the slavepow r I waa startled, therefore,when I heard the Senator declare, not only that he
regarded the constitutionality of the admiaaion of Texts a»

a matter adjudged, and uol now open to question in any
way, but that, when the proper lime for the enactment
shall arrive, ('»ngrenH wdl Im» hound to admit tour new

slave Stales out sf Texas Sir, I deny this obligation
The history of those resolutions was kuowu to the countryand known to Texas. It is, and was at the time, known
ami well known, that those resolutions could not have
been carried exrept upon the assurance of Mr Polk, the
Presnieut elect, that lie would adopt the latter of the uller
natives presented by them, which contemplated negotiationand a treaty It Is and wan well kuowu also lhat
President Tyler, availing Inmaelf of the last days of Ins
official power, took the matter out of the hands of the
President elect, and adopted the course ol proceeding authorizedby the first of those alternatives

Sir, I will go as lar as any man to maintain and uphold
the constitutionally plighted faith of the Government; but
wl.t ii a claim Is put forth under resolutions, so adopted
and so acted upon, it must be shown that the claim is warrantedby a fairconstructlon of the stipulation, and it must
lie shown furthei that the stipulation itself is warranted by
the Constitution. We have had too much, quite too much
of constitutional amendment by legislation and resolution
Now, sir, I undertake further to say that the guaranty

asserted to exist by the distinguished SeiiatrtT iront Masaa
chusefts, ' that new States shall be made out of Texas, and
that such States is are to be formed out of that portioti ol
it lyiug south of 30 deg 30 ntin may come in. to the. number
ot /our. in addition to the State then in existence, and admittedby these resolutions," is not to be found in the resolutions.In the first place, the resolutions do not say that
any new States "shall" be formed out of Texas They
provide that -'new S'alea, not exceeding four in number,
in addition to said State of Texas, and haring snjfu ten!
jxr/tidntiim, may hereafter, hv the Consent ol said Slate, be
lornied out of the territory thereof, which shall he entitled
to admission utHler the trrurtsiuns uf the federal Csnslilu
lion." Whera is that absolute "shall/" Ami what a-e tne
"provisions" reierredtol The shall does not exist. The pro
visionsare these » No new State shall be formed within.he
jurisdiction of sny other State, nor any State be formed by
the junction of two or more Sutes, or parts of Slates, with
out lite consent of the StaledAiicerned. as well as of the
Congress " Now, (his is elmer an absolute prohibition
upon tiie erection of any new State within the limits of an
cxistiug State, or it is a prohibition of such erection withoutthe consent of Congress 1( is, at least, certain, then,
that the resolutions themselves make the admission ol
States, erected out of Texas, dependent on the consent of
the Congress in being at the time the application may be
made. Consent of Congress is all important qualification
«i me asserted guaranty. I necil say 110 more on tins
point.

I will add only that, whatever may be the true constructionof the resolutions, or their obligatory lorce under the
(.' institution, it is quitecertain that we are uniler no obligationto be active at this time in carving a new State out of
Texas; ami there is no (treat reason for apprehension that
Texas will soon propose to divide herself, if Congress does
not meddle in the matter.
As to the Teian debt, Mr. President, I am disposed to

leave that where the resolutions of annexation left it.with
Texas. Let Texas keep her lands anil her debt That w as

the_ sense jjf Coyjrresn then, and I we no reason lor any/i.ilTge of position If ihere are ifeb'i-Tor which the (tintedSlates sre liable, in default of payment by Texas, lei os
wait till the default is established, and theu look iulo.lhc
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good faith require
The unailjuHted boundary of Texas presents other but

not very difficult questions The resolutions of annexation
do not provids lor the admission, us a State, of the entire
Republic of Texas with the boundaries claimed by her.
This is the language of the resolutions' "Congress doth
consent that the territory //ro/ier/y included iritfiin and
rightfully Mnnginf tn the republie of Texas, may be erect
ed into a new Slate, to be called the State of Texas " All
questions of boundary are reserved, subject to adjustment
by (lie Government of the United Slates The simple
question then is. What territory was "properly included
wuhili and rightfully belonged to" Tex is, as an independentrepublic, prior to annexation 7 Two propositions respeclingthis matter seem to me to be clear. cVrs/, all the
territory between the Nueces and the Sibine, and extendingnorth to the Red River and (he Lnwnada, comprehending,according to the report of the Commissioner id
the Laud Otflcs, U8-VHI square miles, being limr and a ball
times as large as Ohio, w as properly included within and
did rightfully belong to Texas at the date of annexation,
and ia therefore properly comprehended within the new
State aicuiully, nolle of that territory north of a line drawn
trom Paso del Norte to the Ensenada, and with that stream
to Red river, known as New Mexico or the Santa I V country,was pro|>erly Included within or did rightfully belong to
Texas at that date, and mine ol it therefore was u pail ol
Texas as admitted into the Union
The territory be1 ween the Nueees and the Rio Grande,

and south ol Paso aud the Ensenada, may be regarded as

open to controversy. Petitions have been presented m this
Chamber, since the commencement of the session, from a

portion of the iuliabltunli. declaring their cunvietion lhat
the country is not within the rightful limits ol Texas, and
asking for a Territorial Government. Another jm>rti> n recognise(be jurisdiction of Texas We nee-1 tnse no action
al present, but may await lurthcr inhumation and luiure
events.
Some reliance lias been placed on Disturnell's map, a

copy of which in annexed to the treaty with Mexico, as

showing all the territory east of the RioGrahtle to he with
iii (tie limits of Texas That map is now before me. and
also an earlier map, from the same plate, published in 1M4.
by Willie, Gallagher. A Wlute. Upon this latter map the
territory between the Nueces and Rio Grande, and soulli
of the Knsi nada, is represented as constituting pails of Tamaulipas,CoahiliU, and New Mexico or Santa Fe. !>isturnelVsmap was published in 1>!7 The plate was ah
tered in couiormdy with Information obtained from the
l)e|iarinieuls of (be Government her-. The line of the
Nueces is marked as the " original boundary of Texas in
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Is marked as the " boundary claimed by the Uuited States."
Tamaulipas no longer appears to extend across the lower
Rio Grande to the Nueces. But Coahuila still extends
across the river; and shove Paso del Norte and the Eliteinula,the whole country ia designated " Ntievo Mi'jico, of
Santa Fe. I see not w hat aid tlie claim of Texas can derive
from this map, which certainly contains no language oil
its face which will sustain It, and which Is referred to 1n
the tfeatv only to tlx the western and southern boundaries
of New Mexico, west of the Rio Grande.

It is sanl'also that the United States having been constitutedthe arbiter between Mexico and Texas by the resolutionsof annexation, and having become iiiissrsscd of llie
territory In dispute by conquest or purchase, in estopped
from deny HIS "le claim of Texan. In this no t l.et me pot
a ease Two neighbors dispute about their boundary, and
refer the qiiettiou to an arbiter. 1'eiidins the controversy,
ttie arbiter huya Hie interest of one. la lie therefore
tio mi to concede the tract In dispute to the other t (dearlynot He ha* acquired the title of one. and. with tt.
whatevei niihu Ion grantor possessed. And it ia now Iiir
hiiaiucbb to adjust (he controversy fairly and peaceably, if
he can; it not, to refrr it to another arbiter.

In tny judgment. therefore, our plain duty at prevent is
to provide a Territorial Uovemment for New Mexico, w Inch
tumid embrace within da jurisdiction the whole country
north of Paso and the Knaenadt lint it doe* not seem to
me indispensably important that Die precise limita of ii*
juriwlictiou should be defined. The valley of the llio
(iiailde ia tile only part which ia at jiregent peopled, evcept
by Indiana,and the only part therefore which urgently require*an established Government. The territory between
the Nueces and the llio Grande, aouth of the line of New
Mexico, 'an he left open to flit ire adjuatnient, upon tur
tlier infor'ination aa to the viewa of the people anil the
rixhta of Texas
Mr Preiident, the filth, sixtli, aud eighth resolutions rif

the Senator from Kentucky embrace three propositions,
which I propose to consider together:

I That slavery in tin* lliairict should not tie ahohsheil,
except Willi the consent of the District and of Mary Ian I.

2. That the slave trade in this District ought to be abolished.
3. That Congress has no pow er to prohibit the slave trade

among the States
I concur fuliy in the second of these propositions, nnd

thank the honorable Senators Iroin Kentucky [Mr Ct.xv]
and from Aluhama |Mr Kino] fur the lavor they have
shown to this measure.

1 cannot concur in the first proposition. I have already
said that, in my judgment, the Constitution confers oil
Congress no power to enforce the absolute subjection of
one man to the disposal ol another man as property It is
my opinion that all legislation adopted »r enacted by Congressfor enforcing that condition ought to he repealed,
whether in this District or elsewhere I listened with
great pleasure to the emphatic declaration of the Senator
from Kentucky, in respect to the extension of slavery by
Congress, that he would give no vote to propagate
wrongs '" What wrongs I Why, sir, those w rongs, multipliedand complicated, which are summed up in one
Word.Siavbrv And where is the war rant for this comprehensivecondemnation of slavery I It is found in that
i.aw to usscrl the supremacy of which here seems to some
so censurable -that low of sublimer origin and more nwtul
sanction than any human rode, written m ineffaceable
characters upon every heart ol man. w hicli condemns all
injii lire mid all oppression as a violation of that injunctionwhich commands us to do unto others as we would
that others should do unto us.

If the Senator from Kentucky was right.and w ho did
not feel that he was r edit I.in saving that lie would give
no vote to jnrofmqate terongs, am I not rigid in saving that
I will give no vote to ftrrprtuat*' icnmgs/ Sir. 1 will give
no vote for the perpetuation or continuance of slavery in
this District. I deny any implied obligation to the people
ol Maryland to continue slavery here as long as it is continuedthere. No evidence can tic produced ol any such understanding.The stair ol public sentiment in Maryland and
in Virginia at the time ot the cession warrants the belief
that the understanding and expectation, it there was any,
wa* very difli rent from that supposed liut, whatever the
understanding or ejaculation may have be.« our duty
seems to me plain. The power of exclusive legislation
over tins District is confided to us We are hound to use
it so as to establish justice and secure the blessings of liberlyfor *1! within lis reach.

I was surprtsrd. Mr. President, hy the proposition that
Congress has no power to prohibit the slave trade between
ttie States. Why. sir, that trade is prohibited now, except
upon certain conditions. It is prohibited in vessels of less
rapacity than forty toua. Not a slave ran be shipped coastwisewithout a permit Iron) an officer ol the United Slates
not a slave shipped can be landed without such a permit
Anv one who will take the trouble tocousult ttie act ol ISH7
w ill see how tins matter stands I do not think that law
unconstitutional Ttie Constitution confers on Congress
power "to regitlatr commerce among the several Slates
Congress exercised this power in enacting that law. If
III y might enact that, they may enact others It they can
rro ihit the trade in vessels of lean than forty lone.
tliey ran prohibit it in veaaels of one hundred.Ave hundred.altogether.Ami why ahonhl not Congress prohibit
thiat traffic ) We hear much of the cruelty of the African
alave trade Our lawa denounce against tlioae engaged in
it the ponlahmrnt of ileath. la it lea* cruel, leaa deserving
of punishment, to tear fathera, mothera, children,from their
hoinraauil each other, in Maryland ami Virginia, ami triune
poll (hent to the markets bf Louisiana or Mississippi I If
there he it 'litTcreuce ill cruelty and wrong, in it not in lavor
of llie African and against the American alave trade I
Why, llieu, ahonhl we be guilty ol the inconsistency of
uboliahiug that by the sternest prohibition, and continuing
/ha under the nanctiou of national law I
The aevrulh propowliou of the Senator from Kentucky

coulemnlaiea more effectual proviaion lor the extradition
of fugitive slaves.

1 w.ik mirry to hear the Senator from Maaaadiusrtis any,
the other day, that he propoaed to auppurl the bill on this
aubject, with the amemlmeiila to it, reported from tlie Ju
dittiary Commutes, " Willi all ita provisions, to their fulleal
eiteiit " 1 aak Senators, who projmar to support that bill,
where they Alld the pogrr lo Vgialale on tlua kuhjert iu
the Cutiaiitutlou I I know to what clause I ahall In reler
red. | kilns 1 aiiall be told that the t'onetitutioli provnlea
that "no |>«-r»oii held luanvue or labor in one Slate, underthe lawa thereof, eacapiug into auother, ahall, iu ronee
uiienre of any law or regulation therein, be diechatged
from inch aervice or labor, but ehall he delivered up ou
claim ol the party lo whom audi aervice or labor may be
due." Hoi Hue clause coulalna no gralll of legislative
power lo Congress. That power la conferred exclusively
oy kpn tal clauses, grauting legialative power in rrapect lo
particular Kubjecla, and by the eighth arction of the Aral
article, winch, alter enumerating the epecirtc powers of
Cohgyrss, prucerde to declare that Cnngrcaa shall have
power "tu make all lawa which shell tie necessary aud
proper for carrying into esrcuiiou the foregoing powera,
ami all oilier powers vested by this fotMtilutloii iu the
Government of the United States, or in any department or
oltii er thereof "

Nun, air. wlist (Miwer ia vested, by the clause In relalioulo fugtllvee hunt service, in llie Government, or Iu
any department or mheer of the Govrrnmeull None at
all, and if none, theu the legislative power of Congress
does mil extend in the subject The clause la a clause nt
compact It has heeu an ilcuouuuated tiy every Senator
who has had oecsalon to t|>eak of It The h durable Sen
tut Irulli Massachusetts told Ua thai he " always thought
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that the Constitution addressed itarlf to die Legislatures
of the Slates. or to the Slates themaelres; I hot he had

always bean of the opinion that it wn an injunction upon
the State* themselves." If tliia opinion be correct, the
power of legislation and the duty ol legislation niuat be
with the Slate*, and not wilh Congress
Mr BUTI.LK I interrupt die Senator merely wilh a

view to obtain what I regard aa important to the consider*
ation of thin matter. If aome of the States who are nar
lie* to tiiia compart refuse to pass mirli laws aa will Itiltil
their obligations, where ia the remedy 1
Mr CIIASK I know of no remedy. None has been

prodded by the Constitution But let ine put a qnealion
to the Senator from South Carolina. The Constitution
provides among these articles of rompaet, of wlnrh the
stipulation in regard to fugitives from serviee is one. that
o llo- eifixeliu i,f each Slale at.nil he eiitilled In ail nrivi

Arc Senator* prepared to adopt the broad proposition
upon which the Supreme t'oiirt rested and were obliged
to rest the assertion of the power to legislate on the extraditionof fugitives, namely, that wherever the Constitution
confers a right or enjoins a duty, a power arises to the FederalGovernment to enforce the right or compel the duty ?
Are tliev prep ired to carry this doctrine into its practical
results I Is it not obvious that it will open anew aud very
couious source of powers to the General Government l
hi id that it must tend to tnc subversion ol Ifie rights or1
the Slates and the establishment of a consolidated central
power, dangerous to their independence and sovereignity ?

1 have said, Mr. President, that the several clauses providingfor the extradition of fugitives from justice, and fugitivesfrom service, anil for the security in all the States
of the rights of the citizens of each State, are In the nature
ol treaty stipulations, to he earned tuUl e lice I by Uw-sppropriuie action of the State Governments. What that
action should be it is for the Stale Governments to determine.It is for them to ascertain the true import of the
terms of the compact, and to provide for its execution bv
such legislation as will guard equally (tie just rights uf all
parties. Hut, sir, those States whorlaim die pei itirmance
ol the compact from their sister States must see to it that
the* perform it themselves A Stale which imprisons,
without pretence id crime, the citizens of another Slate,
cannot demand, with a goist grace, the surrender of fugitives.

Hut, str, if it l»e If rallied that Congress lias the power to
legislate, are we bound to exercise it? We have power,
without question, to enact a bankrupt law, but no one proposessiieli a law; and. if proposed, no one would feel
ubliged to vote for it. simply because we have power to euaetil. We have power to declare war, hut to declare war,
without just cause, would he, not a duty, hut a crime. The
power to provide by law for the extradition of fugitives is
not conferred hy any express grant. We have it. if we
have it all, as an implied power; and the implication
which gives it to us is, to say the least, remote and doubtful.We are not hound to exercise it. We are hound, indeed,nut to exercise it. unless with greut caution, and
with careful regard, nut merely to the alleged right sought
to he secured, but to every other right which may be alienedby it. Were the power as clear as the power to coin
money or regulate commerce, still it should not he exercisedto the prejudice of any right which the Constitution
guaranties We are not prepared, I hope, and I trust we
never shall be prepared, to give the sanction of the AmericanSenate to the bill und the amendments now upon our
table a hill which authorize* and requires ihc appointmentof two hundred and sixty-one commissioners, and
an Indefinite number of other officers, to catch runaway
slaves in the Slate of Ohio, which punishes humanity as a
crime which authorizes seizure without prs-css, trial
without a jury, and consignment to slavery beyond the
limit* of the State without opportunity ot defence, and
u|K>n rx furtr testimony. Certainly no such hill can
receive inv vole.

It islurilier proposed, Mr President, hy the Senator from
Kentucky, to cs ahlish Governments for the Territories acquiredfrom Mexico, without any prohibition of slavery.
He proposes also to declare hy resolution that slavery does
not now exist iu those Territories, and is not likely to be
introduced itilo them.
Mr President, no question has been more discussed of

late years than this of the territorial prohibition of slavery.
Upon the rostrum, iu legislative halls, in the street, by the
fireside, everywhere, il has been a topic of debate, appeal,
and conversation From the moment that it became evidentthat the Mexican war must result ia vast accessions
ot domain, an earnest desire, which soon matured into
lixed determination, was manifested by a large majority of
the American People thai slavery should tie forever excludedfrom tlie new acquisitions It was honorable to the
Northern Democracy that the first proposition to impress
forever, iiimu the soil of the new territory, the signature
ami seal of freedom, eanie from a Northern Democrat, distinguishedtor ti lelity to Democratic principles, and was
received with favor by the great body of his political aasoelates.It was equally honorable to Northern Wings that
tlo y were not deterred hy its Democratic origin from givingto the I'rov iso of Frecilom a generous ami general support.It was a revival, after Ihc lause of sixty two years,
of Ihe territorial |h>Iit-y of J* ffcnvou, imt, however it may
now sevre particular enda to depreciate or deride il, the
country will at lant tlo justice to the tneeaure and its
author

During the last Presidential canvass, il was hard to find
In the Iree Slates an opponent of aUvery prohihilion. The
people had considered the subject, and had made up Iheir
lunula. There was no need, therefore, of arKiiment to es

Uhhah the correctness of the principle or the necessity of
the measure. The only contest was upon the Question,
whose election was moat certain to secura the exclusion oi
slavery from the Territories

tin lite Wins side, it was urged that the candidate of the
Philadelphia < ouveiilion was. it not positively favorable to
the Proviso, at least pledged to leave the mailer lo Congress,Irre from Executive Influence, slid ready to approve
il when enacted hv thai body. Ureal alreaa. therefore, was
laid u|mil the aelrctioii of Representatives and Senators de
voted lu lliit great mraatirr and it was asserted that if a

majority of Hie members of the House and a Vice Prt si
dent, holding the casting vote in this hotly, could he elected
favorable to the Proviso, the freedom of the Territories
would he secure

It happened that the distinguished statesman who receivedthe nomination of the Baltimore Convention for the
Chief Magistracy had written a letter shortly before that
rvent, iu which lie avowed a change of opinion in regard
to the Proviso, which hail resulted in a conviction that
Congress had no constitutional power to enact it. Notwithstandingthis letter, many of his friends In the free
States persisted ill asserting thai he would not. if elected,
veto the Proviso; many also insisted that tie regarded sisveryas excluded Irom the Territories by the Mexican laws
still in force; while otheis maintained thai he regarded
slavery as an institution of positive law. and Congress as

constitutionally incompetent to enact such law, and held
Iherrlorr that It was impossible for slavery to get into the
Territories, whether Mexicrn law was in force or not II
was claimed accordingly with great con tide uce that, iu the
event of tin election of that eminent citizen, slavery would
he ss effectually excluded from the Territories by the aclionof the Administration as il could |ioawlily be by the
Proviso
Not satisfied with the positions or the nominations of

either of these candidates, a great body of lnde|M-mh-Mi
Democrat*. Progress-ve Whigs, and Liberty men, united
upon a platform of Democratic principles and measures,
under ihr lianurr of Free Democracy, in support of a lb ni
ocratic stateamau who It id already been honored with Ihr
Chief Magistracy, ami whose opposition to the extrusion of
slavery and cordial approval of the great measure of prohihilionwhich hail received a sanction so unanimous from
Ihr iteoplr, was well known and undoubted

Weil, sir, professions ot devotion to Krre-Sml principles,
Uherall) and even prodigally made by the *iip|iorfer» ol the
Philadelphia and Baltimore nomine s, reinforced by party
discipline and parly attachments, so far prevailed with the
people that the nominee of the Fr«« Democracy received
only about three hundred thousand votes.
As between the otherrsudldalre. the srgiiment addressed

to the propls by Iha friawls of tha Philadelphia nomiualiou
was lu auhsianrslbis: prohibition larasenii «l lo the certain
exclusion of slavery from the Territories; if the Democratic
candidate shall be elested prohibition Is impossible, for the
veto will be used; If the Whig candidate thill be elected,
prohibition Is certain, provided you elect a Cotigrrae who
will carry out your Will: vote, therefore, (.r the Whig
candidate.

This argument, doubtless, had its wriglu. At all events,
the people acted upou the theory winch it suggested. They
did their part, elected the Whig candidate. Tliey
instructed, Ihrni^Pm* Slate Legislatures, one ball the
Senators to vols b»l the great measure ol prohibition they
elected a Vlre President recommended In them ss une

tjmvucally and heartily iu lavur of it; ami they placed iu

leges ami gmmuiuties of cititena in the several Slate* "

Now, i .is* the Senator if he admit*. Dial, under that
clause, Congress has power to provide peiultira for Die
imprisonment of colored citizens of Massachusetts in the
port* and under the law* of South Carolina I
Mr UliTLKR 1 lake the broad ground that each State

ha* a ri|(lil to prearribe it* own (publication* of ritizeu
ship In all the old act* < f Congress the cla** of person*
referred to by the Senator are spoken of a* person* of
color as contra distinguished from citizen* I believe it i*
in the power of every State to make a full citizen of a
black man, but not to make hint a full citizen of any other
Stale. The definition of a citizen in South Carolina is
uot governed by what may be the definition of a citizen in
another State I believe that each Sale can determine
the quahftcatious of voter*, and control n* it please* the
right* of (litTerem cla**e» of person*. Hut the Senator has
not answered or met the question I have asked, and that
is, in cane a Slate refuse* to carry out the provision* of the
article in ibe Constitution, whert is the power to compelit to do aof

Mr. I'll ASK 1 certainly answ ered IheSenalor diatiucllyand candidly, i mid I knew of no remedy in com o! the
refusal of a Sate to perform it* stipulations The obligationof the compact and the extent of the compart are. as
in every other case of treaty stipulation, matters which
address them-elve* exclusively to the good faith and sound
judgment of the parties to it. Hut did the Senator answer
my question 1 He has not told us whether, in his ju..g
ment, the General Government has power to enforce that
constitutional compart which guaranties to the citizens
of each State the rights of citizens In all the States. He
ha* told us that each Slate determinea lor itself who shsll
be it* citizen* I grant it lie say* one Slate cannot determinewho shall be a citizen of auotlier. That may be
so lint when a State has once determined wtio ita own
citizens shall be, the compact stipulates that they shall
have the privileges of citizens in every other State. Not
Uul they shall he citizen. not llul they shall he admitted
to the elective franchise, or be made eligible to office; b'H
lh.it they shall have lb»ae rigid* and imnuiuilies, that securityand dial protectant to which citizens generally, imsle
or female, minora or adults, are untitled My question
was ll.is tlie General Government, iii the judgment ol
the Senator, power under the Constitution to enforce the
performance of tins stipulation in Siuth Carolina?

Hut I h ive be> n drawn aside Irom the hue of argumentI intended to pursue.
I repeat, Mr President, that this clause iu relation to

fugitives from si rvice Is a clause of compart For muny
years alter the adoption of the Constitution it was so regarded.It was not much discussed, ami the limits of the
reepertive powers of the Slate ami Federal Government*
under it were not very accurately settled. Hut nearly all
llie- Slates legislated under it, ami provided such provisionslor the extradition of fugitive* a* they deemed consistent
with the security of the personal rights of their own inhabitantsAt length, however, the Prigg decision was
nude, w hich asserted the exrlusivv right and duty of Con-
...... ... .. ........ .... ...I. ami uriiiru mai riglll ami
duty 10 the States. The name decision suggested, what
every one here « ill admit, that Congress could not requireState officers to intervene in the business of extradition
It need surprise no one that alter this the States ceased to
enact rxtraditiou laws, or that someortlieui repeated those
tliev had before enacted, and prohibited the intervention of
their officers

Hut. sir, a decision of the Supreme Court cannot slier
ttie Constitution. If Congress had no power to legislate
on tins subject before the decision, Congress has none now
The decision detern»)J.w>4hs >aas before sl.r r»uR. liestatilisheda precedent for ttie determination of such cases.
Ii must stand till overruled, lint I do not see how anySenator who finds himself unable, after the fullest Consul-
eratufti, <o conrut in tne pnnciplt tAMie decision, (».* j.vwlily hiniBell in the exercise of a power which he does not
believe the Constitution has conferred.
What, sir, is the history of this clause snd the clauses

of like character which stand with it in the Constitution I
This clause was taken from the Ordinance of 1787. In
the Ordinance no one pretends that it was anything more
than an article of compart. No power was derived from
it to the Government. Three othet clauses of the same
naiure are found in the same article of the Constitution
one stipulating for the extradition of fugitives froin justice
another stipulating that the citizens of each Stale shall
have the immunities of citizens in all the other Slates
and a third stipulating that lull ftilli and credit shall tie
given in earli Stale to the public acts, records, snd judicial
proceedings of every other Slate. All these clauses are
taken from the articles of Confederation, where they stood
as articles of compact, binding the good faith ol the States,
but conferring no |»ower on the Government Can a good
reason he given by any one why they should have a differentoperation hi the Constitution I It seems evident that
the Cramers of the Constitution did not suppose that the
General Government could enforce the execution of these
clauses or any of them without special provision. For,
coupled Willi the clause respecting records, we find a

special power conferred on Congress to "prescribe, by
general laws, the manner in which the record shall be
proved, and llie effect thereof." This grant of a special
pow er in reaped to ords, and tins omission to grant
any power in respect to the other subjects, affords the
strongest possible implication that the Constitution Conventiondid not design to grant any such power. Had the
grant of the special power as to records been omitted,that clause would have been * stipulation precisely like
llie other clauses, and having the same effect; no more,
unless; no narrower, no broader. It would have heen
binding on the States; but no power could have been
derived from it to Congress. To euahle Congress to legislate,a special grant was necessary. The omission of any
special grant of power to legislate upon the subject-matter
ol the oilier clauses must, then, have hceu designed, and

1. "

the llouar of Kepreaentativea decided majority pledgedto ila support.What then 1 We came here; and, air. It does aretn to
me that when we jet here we are apt to forget that there it
a pkuplk, and that we hare CONSTITUENTS. We seem
to be more dealroua to reach remits which will satisfy controlling ii,11 Lit in ts here, than to meet die just expectationsof those whose representatives we are Why, air, every

k ih iv\ k 11 ,,|| f r ( i:t «»f Itun mshImii ilifi«
wjs a tlecnleil and apparently «»ed majority In the other
branch of C'iijcrett* in lavor ol tin* Proviao, and that in lliip
Chamber half or nearly half the members were InatnKOed
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ators who but recently were foremost in zealous advocacy
»t thia measure, thai it ta unnecessary, and offensive to the
South, am) should be abandoned Plana of compromise
ami arrangement, every one ol which involves the surrenderof this great vital principle, are brought forward aud
urged upon us.

I do not understand, sir, how it is that a measure which
fully harmonizes with the original policy and the early precedentsof the Government, and which once rerfived the
unanimous sanction of the entire South, ran now jnstlv t e
regarded as offensive by that section of the country It it
was right and acceptable to aboliah existing slavery ami prohibitfuture slavery in the Northweatern Territory in 17*7,
the prohibition of the extension ol slavery iulo the territory
acquired from Mexico, where no slave now exists, cannot
be just cause of offence in 1S50, At all eveuts. sir, we
must do our duty. We should not, we must not,be moved
from it by any appeal addressed to sympathy ami not to
judgment

But we are told, also, that the Proviso is unnecessary ;
ami this, too, by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts,
who, lea* ihvn two years sgo, without reservation or qual
ificatiun, declared his full adhesion to its ' whole doctrine."
Then there was great danger, in his judgment, that slavery
would find entrance into the Territories, if the Democratic
candidate should he elected fur. 111 that event, prohibition
would be out of the question. Now, it is discovered that
prohibitum la unnecessary ! Slavery is excluded.so the
Senator informs us.from California ami New Mexico
" by the law of nature, of physical geography, the law of
the formation of the earth." Aud he tells us he would
" not take pains to reaffirm an ordinance of Nature, nor to
re enact the will of Gist."

I wish, Mr President, that the honorable Senator had
told us that in 1948. 1 wish that the people could then
have heard something of this law of nature, of physical ge.
ography, of the formation of the earth, which makes the
Territories acquired from Mexico forever inaccessible to
slavery. I cannot help thinking At the result of the electionwould have been somewhat different if these views
had been then understood to find favor with the supportersof the-1 hdadt Iphia nomination

Sir, this law of nature is not, 1 suppose, of recent origin.
It existed in 1848, if it exists at all. The clear jrmioii
which can read it now, written so plainly in the formation
of the earth.descending so visibly from the throne of
God.discerned it doubtless then Why was it not then
announced 1

I must he allowed to say tliat, in my judgment, there is a

difference between tbe lull and entire commitment to the
' whole doctrine " of the Proviso which the Senator avowedill lS4d, and hie recent declaration that, in a bill lor the
Government of New Mexico, a prohibition of slavery would
bean "entirely useless, and, in that connection, entirely
seuseless Proviso." Useless and senseless, because it would
be a re enactment of She will of God. ' Sir, I should like to
kuuw what laws we are to euart, if we are not to re-enactthe will of God ? There Is another power: are his the
laws which we should re-enact 1 Sir, all just legislation
must be a re-enactment of th Divine will. The right* of
human nature are not derived from human law Men are
"created equal:" "they are endowed by their Creator
with inalienable rights." Aggressions upon these rights
are crimes It is the duly of every Legislature to frame
all law with paramount regard to the prohibition of tlieae
aggressions and the security of these r ghts

Hut, sir, is it quite true that any law of physical geographywill protect the new Territories from the curse of slavery1 Peouism was there under Mexican law and where
there is compulsory servitude for debt, lifelong and in< vi
table, chattel slavery is not far off, if the law will permit
it. But if iieouism were not there to warn us what may
fx expected If sluverv be not prohibited, could we, as rationallegislators, find au excuse in the physical cirrum

id th* "a.^try for abandoning the IJrpviso) It is

said to be Asiatic in formation and scenery" Are thrfe
no slaves in AaiaT Hilt the soil is cultivated by "irrigation" Weil, sir, will the fart, if it lie s fact, that the sun
m lines iroui » ti<*a<<(ea«*fcy,cjjt. z; r : : ~'r**>' »>!«.*«**' -*

must be drawn from the streams which snow capped hills
supply, will this exclude slavery ] But the lands are poor.
Sir, who know s that 1 Much ofthe vast region over which
we are to extend Territorial Governments is wholly unexploredIn other nana there is, as everywhere else, good
land and poor land. Certainly there are miuea. and in no
emt-lnvment has slave labor been more commonly or more

profitably used.
Let us take care that we do not deceive ourselves or misleadothers Neither soil, nor climate, nor physical formation.nor degrees of latitude, will extrude slavery from any

country Can any gentleman name a degree of latitude
beyond which slavery has not gone I Or any description
ot country to which it has not. at some time, found accessI It is acknowledged, and has been foryears acknowledged.to be unprofitable in several of the existing States;
and yet no Slate,except New York and New Jersey, which
obeyed the impulse of the Revolution and of its doctrines,
has aboiiltieil slavery since the organisation of this GovernmentThe trufli is, that so long as a powerful and
active political interest is concerned in the extension of
slavery into new Territories, it is vain to look for its ex

elusion from them except by positive law II has been repeatedlystated by gentlemen from the slave Sla'es. in the
course of this debate, that nothing prevented slave emigrationto California except the anti-slavery agitation uud the
thread ol the Proviso.
Mr President, there are some Senators who place no relianceon configuration, or climate, or other physical conditions^for the exclusion of slavery, hut seem to rely willi
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that object. 1 do not concur hi this reliance. The Mexican
law remaining in force In the Territories, should secure. In
»>y judgment, the freedom of all the inhabitants at the date
ot aci|iuaition In my judgment, also, neither the Govern
ment of the United Stales nor any Territorial Government
is or can be constitutionally authorized to iustitute slavery,
any more than a monarchy, or a national religion, or the
in<|uiaition. lint, air, I know very well that Mexican law
can be changed as soon as a Territorial Legislature ia establishedand I know, also, that mv view of the constitutionallimitations u|>oii the power of ttiis Government and
of Territorial Governmenta, In respect to their competency
to ratahhsh and maintain slavery, is uot acknowledged as

correct by the atatesmen and jurists of the slave States.
Give me an Administration of fhis Government fully im
bued with this view, heartily favorable to the perpetuation
and extension of humau freedom, sud heartily apposed to
the perpetuation and extension of human slavery, and I
would not ask for auy legislative prohibition. The spirit
«' «vh an Xdailalsriiiiui. lb* Judicial acl(on whjch it
would secure, aud, above all, the Constitution so interpretedand enforced, would be Proviso enough.

But we have no such Administration. On the contrary,
we know that distinguished gentlemen, who are among its
most prominent supporters, assert and insist that under
the Constitution, and in virtue of its provision, the Gov.
ernment of the United States ia as much bound to protect
aud maintain, within national territories, every slavehnld
iug emigrant in the full possession, control, and disposal of
his slaves, as it is to protect aud maintain any other emigrantin the possession, control, and disposal of auy species
of property whatever In this position leading gentlemen
on the other side of the Chamber agree with them In
other words, they insist that, by the operation of the Constitutionitself, slavery became lawful in the Territories
from the date of the acquisition. There is a pretty generatconcurrence among Senators from the slave States of
both political parties in this position. I should he glad to
he assured that there are n < Senitors from the free States
who concur in it. 1 regret that the Senator from Mnssachuaetta,whom I am sorry not to see in his seat to-day, did
not see fit, when he addressed the Senate lately, to state
Ins views upon this subject. If I recollect arigtd, that dis
tinguished Senator, when occupying another high position
in the Government, in a diplomatic despatch of great ability,maintained Hie doctrine thai, under the Constitution
of the United Slates, men might be held as property in
American vessels upon the high seas, beyond the limits of
any State, and this upon the ground that such vessels were
t.i be regarded In the same light as national territory If
the honorable member does in fact hold this opinion, I do
not see that lie differs widely, or at all, as to this matter,
from the Senator from Georgia, [Mi IlKRRiEN.)or the SenatorIrom Alabama. [Mr. Kino.) I need not say that I
wholly dissent from it.

In the miilst of this variety of opiuion, and under the
cireumstancrs which surround us, when it is well known
that nearly every Senator from the slave Slates insists that
slavery should be permitted in the Territories, and most
of them expect that, if permitted, slavery will he introducedthere, it seems to me Worse than ordinary folly for
those who really desire its exclusion to reject the simide,
and obTious, and certain preventive of prohibition. That
we have the power to prohibit ia clear, if we have any
power to legislate for the Territories at all. That we have
tlic power to legislate I (hall not pause to argue 1 Know
of hut sue Senator who tlenieiit; ami even that distinguishedgentleman. (Mr. Cabs.) though lie rannot find
power to establish Territorial Governments, declares hint
self ready to assume it, oil the ground of necessity. If he
is willing to assume that power.it is difficult to see w hy
he should not be willing, in exercising that power, to establishGovernments upon principles which will secure to
every individual under them the blessings of personal liberty.For myself, 1 cannot doubt upon the subject. The
power to provide Governments for the Territories, and to

prescribe just limits to their action, is clearly given by the
Constitution. It has been exercised under every Admlnis
(ration, and by nearly every Congress since the organizationof the Government. Whatever differences of opinion
there may have been, as to the existence or limits of other

powers, there has been vey little as to this. The power
to prohibit slavery in the Territories ia, In my judgment,
clear and indisputable; and the duly of exerriauig K is imperativeand aacred.

Hut. we are told that if Congress prohibit slavery In the
Territonea, or abolish slavsry and the slave trade in this
District, or fail to provide adequate securities lor the return
of ninawiy slaves, the South will dissolve the Union!
This cry, Mr President, neither astonishes nor alarms me
I haver ever thought, nor do I now think, that any man
should be deterred by it, Iroin an honest, fearless discharge
of his duty here. It is an old cry. not without profit to
those who have used it It was first heard In me Congressof 1774. The student ol history who examines the
uon importation and non-exportation agreement of that
Congress, will he struck by a singular exception in the nouexportatinnarticle. I have already had occasion to re.

mark that (he agreement itselt was designed to secure
a retin as of American grievances from the Government ot
Ureal Britain by a suspension of commercial intercourse.
The non-exportation article bound the colonies and the
people not to export any American commodity to Great
lint on, Ireland, or the West Indies, with this remarkable
i|tulificatioti, " except rice to Europe How came this
exception there I Why, sir. the staple of South Carolina
waa nee, and <of'i*»eisK» af Month CacnVoia in that first
Congress, when the struggle with Great Britain was Impending.and union was all important to its successful
issue, threatened to withdraw from the Congress and break
up the Association, unless South Carolina could be permittedto export rice and indigo. Tip* proceeding occasioneda sus|>ension of the business of the ('..tigress for
two or three days Finally, it waa determined to completethe Aaaociatioii without conceding (tie South CaroI.a.ta.Ismarwl ml Iherriiiw»n her tieIrir.itcH erecu! ,.n*

withdrew Tltejr were invited to return, and a compromiseoil pro|HNie<l, to allow he exportation of rice, hut
not of indiiro I have conaulteil Pilkin's Statistics, ami I
ml thai the export of rice in 1770 waa about one hundred

and sixty thousand barrel*, valued at fifteen hundred and
thirty thousand dollara. I tind no mention of indigo. Of
course the compromise waa agreed to. and the words "

exee|»toca Ir Europe" added to the non-exportation article
It waa a model lor all lulure conipiumises. Sniilh Camlina*ot what was substantive, ami surrendered what was

unimportant. This waa the tirat utterance ol the disunion
cry. and ilua waa its tirat result.
The journals of the old Congress inform us that in 17K1 a

resolution was adopted, establishing the aeat of Government
at (lie Falls of the Delaware. Much dissatisfaction was
manifested bv the South. Some persons, it seems, became
alarmed, and a ntoilon was ma le to reconsider, in order to
ti* on some (dace mors "/iororuAfe to tkt L'nivn." and
approaching " nearer to that justice wIncli is due to the
Southern S ales," * All this terminated in another compromiseIt was axreed that two seals of Government
should be established .our on the Delaware, and the other
uu the I'oloin.o The final result was lite estabhslimein,
bv the action of Couxress under the Constitution, of the seat
of Government in this lfis rict, and the abandonment of
the location originally axreed on.

.

lu the Conveutlou Which Iranird the Constitution the
same cry was heard South Carolina ami Georgia declared
they rouhl not come into the lluion unless they could have
lite privilege ot iinmrtiug slaves f Ami, notwithstanding
the sense of lite Convention was strung ami almost uuaui
mous against the traffic, for the sake of the llniou another
compromise was agreed on Slavery wis allowed all it
demanded tor twenty years; alter which, Congress lucgld
suppress the trade if it should are fit

lu l-i&l tiie Union was again inruaced. The cry now
waa. ' admit Miaaouri aa a slave Slate or we will diaaolve
the llni m " Great alarm waa excited. Propositions for
compromise were multiplied, and the contest finally terminated,as Usui I, hy coucediug to slavery all it then demanded,witn a aet off to freedom in the prohlMHoo of slaveryin ail the territory tr luirsd from Francs north sf*
leg 111) nun .except that Within the limits of lha new StaWThesame plsy was enacted in ltd and 1<H Tbsnins
(round of complaint was the tariff. South Osrollna pumvort
Tier disuuion remedy to uullificalpMi. Uensvnl iarhnnw *rsa

at ths head ol lite Goveramsut, ualarritad Buliu «^>"greoagreat apprehension was manifestad, and a d*"*
concede almost everything rather than to rfofcth"
queurea of a decided course Another canspcoSS'* *"
effected. The protective policy was abandoned by
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<real champion, and a acale of reduction of ilutiea adopted. which In ten year* oyertlirew the urilT For one, Mr
Freaident, I do not complain of the rathictinn of dutiea,but I twaM prefer to aee a plan of reduction adopted calmly, conaideralely, not under the dictation of any cry, but iueoiifonnity with a Bound and liberal judg nrnl
Well, air, bet ween lOi ami ISK the anti alaxety armtion conitiienceil, and aoon became formidable. Then*(ain we heard the cry ofdiaunion The demand now waauppreaaion of the freedom of apeerh ami the preea, and olthe rifht of petition ; In briet, eilenee oil the euhlect of

very, and loibearaure of all action annual It. The altera.!tive denounced waa diaaolution id'the I'niou. The a«iiation, bowerar, waa not auppreaaed anti-alavery aocietieaincreaaed ami miiltipliad ; they made thi-murlvea lelt everywhere. Well, Waa the Union dlaaolveil 1 Not at all 1,SLlIltln V*f Ulial aariH otan.l I <. ca«
, ... ... . in.- mruai rwas as earnest, a« emphatic, aa violent aa ever. but it canirto nothing It ha<l llitHmc termination which would haveattended all aimilar preceding menaces, had ibs* beencalmly disregarded. '

In IH44 the annexation of Teaaa waa demanded by thealave Stati c. It had been a favorite object for man* year*and it aecnird brought within their grasp. They becameaccordingly, extremely urgent, ami rranrteil to the South'Carolina siiecific. Tliev railed the cry. "Trias or dieunion." The distinguished Senator from Mimoun. alwaysdevoted to the Union, took the trouble to dir-rt public atteulion, in an appendix to a apeeeh of hie on the subject ofTexas. delivered in that year, to some sample* of theaethreat*. They are worth looking at now Well, air, underthese influences, in part, Texas was brought Into Ih* UnionI say " in part," because I am well aware that other iufhin,
cea contributed largely to the irsult; and among theae influ
enceanot the least powerful was a generous sentiment ol thelfrmocracy of the country in tavor of the extension of thtAmerican Union.a sentiment which made Uo m witling t0
accept Texas with slavery, and trust to the future for herdeliverance from that evil ami reproachAud now, air, we have the last republication of this oil
story. Now we are threatened with dissolution of the
Union unless we will eonseut to w hat no republican Govern
meut ever did consent to; what is in direct opp sition t>
the principles and spirit of our institution*, and is emi
demned by the earliest and best precedents ot our history ,namely, the extension of slavery into Territories now free
Shall we yield to this outcry I For one, I say, never! In
rny judgment, it is time ts pause. We liave yielded pointafter point; we have crowded concession on concession,until duly, honor, patriotism, shame, demands that we
should slop.

But we are told, almost with the tone of taunt, that the
free States have had the majority all this time in one branch
of Congress at least, ami in the electoral college, ami, therefore;ifrar vcharecer rr*|»oii»fbittry there Wineft* v*r beeir m
IIUkiQg these CODCess.uns to slaver), U o> upon them. It i»
well to remind us of this. The tree States have had th*
majority ; and the victories of slavery have been won bytheir divisions, John Randolph raid, long ago, " We of
the South are always united aud can alwayg uuile while
you of the North divide. We have concurred you once,
ami we ran and we will conquer you again " 'lhese two
senteuces make a history.

1 do not say, aud I do not mean to say, that there his
been but oue political party in the slave States; but that, in
theae States, fidelity to the Interests of slavery has always
been, iu both parties, an indispensable condition ol support
lor high public station; and that great numbers, in eilber
party, have alwayg been ready to support a candidate of
oppoaite general politics, if uudoubted on thin question,
rather 1Im.ii a candidate of like general politics at all Ns
peeled of disfavor to slavery. No candidate known lobe
iu favor of placing the legitimate influence of this Govern.
meut activey and decidedly on the side ol freedom, aould
receive the support of either party It is by this unity ol
sentiment and purpose, aided by appeals to groundless
fears for the safely of the Union, and by a disposition grow
ing out of these fears and party alliances to submit to the
teats imposed by the slavehohting sections of each political
party, that the slave States have "conuuered."
Mr 11 4 W S* IN While the Senator is wrilnis the liiido.

of the times, 1 trust lie will ilo it correctly. Tlit South ha*
never opposed auy man because lie was in lavor ol
Ireedom The South lias selected between gentlemen, and
those who were against interfering with the constitutional
rights of the South iiave always been suppoited by them.
They have never opposed any man on the ground merely
that he was in favor of freedom Not so They areoppose.//^tnrerteretir c iPi+ll rotwlUaUona] rigiila sBly
sod tha Senator is wrong to say that they opposed any uue
because he belongs to the free Stales, or is in favor of Ires

Mr CH JtsE. I shall always lie ready to accept auy correction,from any Seuator, of any erroneous statement I
may make. Hut, sir, wlial is meant by the 44 roiisliluttniial
rights of the South I" Who refuses to support44 the constitutionalrights of the South 1" Nobody here, certainly
Iful what are they 1 Sir, when gentlemen from the slave
Stales ask us to support the Constitution, I tear they mean
only their cmittrurtiori of the Coiistituticu. Every concee
fion which has ever been made to slavery, every conces
Sinn now demanded, it claimed under this same plea of
44 constitutional rights." 1 w ill ask the Senator tr<im Georgiawhether he does not hold that it is the 44constitutional
right " of every citizen of the slave States ty take his slaves
into the Territories, anil to be protected in holding them
there by the laws of this Government 1

Mr. DAWSON I do.
Mr. CHASE. So 1 suppose. Such, also. I understand to

be the opinion ot the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Kino.)
w huse abilities and virtues command sucli geuetai respect
He holds, if I understand aright some recent remarks ol
his, that the General Government is bound by the C'oiiMiiu
tion to recognise and protect the rights of masters in slaves
to the same extent anil in the seine manner as the rights ol
owners in any description of property whatever. 1 would
inquire of the Senator it 1 understood him correctly 1

Mr. KING. 1 was not paying particular attention to the
Senator, and therefore do not precisely understand, even
now, the question. 1 will endeavor to answer it if he will
repeat it.
Mr. CHASE, I inquired of the Senator from Georgia,

[Mr. Dawson,) whether iu his judgment aritizen of a slave
State, taking slavea Willi him and emigrating into the territoriesacquired from Mexico, would be entitled, under the
Constitution, to the rscafUiUuu auil protection of his claim
of property in slaves by the legislation of this Government,
preciaely as be would be to the recognition and protection
of hia rights as owner ol property of any description Tha
Senator replied in the affirmative. 1 then added that I be
lievrd the Senator from Alabama entertained the same
opinion.
Mr KING. The opinion I entertain is this that in every

territory acquired by the I niteiJ States, either by conquest
or by purchase, every citizen of every Slate in the Union
is entitled to participate. With regard to takiug slaves
there, they can l>e protected under any government that
may be Ibrmed lor the territories by the United States. The
power to form such governments issup|M>sed to exist under
the Constitution. Whether it does or not, such has been
the practice and the construction given to it. When a ler
ritorial government is established, it is only for the protee
tiou ol persons sud property and the preservation of urder,
and it lias no power whatever to legislate lor tnc destruction
of property, i'hal is my opinion. I believe that whenever
a territorial government is established, if persons holding
slavea think proper to go there with them, this Government
is hound to protect them until the period arrives w hen the
population is sutiieient for the formation of a Stale Consli
tutlon Then, we of the South hold, 1 believe without exception,that the people thus forming a S ale Constitution
have a right to prohibit or to iiernni slavery at lUcur pleasure,and that Congress lias uo right to prevent the new
State from coming Into the Union on that ground, hut csn

only look al its Constitution to ascertain whether it is republicanin its character. Am 1 understood I
Mr. CHASE. Fully. The doctrine of the Senator is preciselythat of the Senator from Georgia We understand

now, from both sides of this Ciiamber, what |g no aid when
wc are called on to maintain " Iheconstituliouai rights of the
South." So far as the matters now under discussion are

concerned, it means that we inust recognise sud maintain
by legislation the claim ofcttiy.ensof the sisve Stales to lake
slaves into the Territories and hold Ihein there under NationalGovernment and Territorial Government, until the
Territory becomes a State, ami then we are bound In admit
the Slate into the Union with a Constitution establishing
slavery, if such should he the Constitution adopted. And no
citizen who refuses his assent to this doctrine who believes
I hat this Gove rument ofourscannot, muter i he Const itution,
sustain any claim of property in slaves beyond State limits;
who opposes, openly anu decidedly, the extension of slaveryiulo the Territories, can receive the support ol either politicalparty in the slave States. Both parties agree in en

tablishing this teal.
Mr HITLER I would ask the Senator if lie repudiates

or adopts the doctrine laid down by Mr. Wkbstkr in his
relebrated letter to Lord Aslihurton, in which he sa d thai
slave pioperty in vessels assimilated to that property 111

Territories, and that llie Government was equally bound to

protect it ?
Mr. CHASE I have already said, Mr President, thai I

do not ai all concur in thai doctrine.
Mr. DAWSON The Swiator has made an exposition ol

the mode and manner in which the South vote I wish to
aak him if, with one or two excepiiona, every Southern
Siats did not aland by Mr Van Buret! for the PresidencyIhevery candidate lor whom the Senator voted at the last
Presidents! election? So that history is against the post
tiou which the Senator occupies, and the South has only
done that which Die Senator himself has done
Mr. CHASE. " Circtinialaucea," ills said, "allrrcaaes "

(Laughter ) I rather think that Mr. Van Ruren, occupying
the position and avowing the sentiments !* did in 184*,
would not have been a very acceptable candidate to our

Southern friends, however nominated. Al any rite, I be
lieve it so happened that he received not more than Ave
hundred voiea, if so many, in all the slave Sutra.
Mr DAWSON The party had another candidate.
Mr. CHASE And another plutlorm And, I am liiclin

ed to think, the objection of the stave States was qu.le as

much to our platform as our candidate
Mr. President, disguise ia vain We canuol aluit our eyts

to the fort that Ihe lest I have r< f< rr> d to is made, li ia
stamped upon every |>age of our |Hililical hialury for fifty
years. I.et the test be made, if gentlemen desire. 1 only
say, for one, that I will not submit to it. ^

l.et us understand each other I.et us cease from endeai
oring to agree in the support of the same candidate u|mui
opposite grounds Lei us lutve political platforms, which
will have the same meaning in Georgia as m Maine, and
candidates who cannot be renr< seuied in Ihe North as in la
vor of freedom, and in the S»ufh as siip|iorters of slavery
The policy of aiirticr with re'erence to important measures
and principles, and the policy of ambiguous expressions,
are equally obnoxious. Both mislead public judgment;
and whether the party which adopts the former, or Hie par
ty which adopts ihe latter, succeeds, one or the oilier aectiouof the country must he disappointed.
Mr Presidrut, honesty is the best policy; justice, llie

highest expediency ami principle, llie only proper basis ol
union in a political organization Holding laal as I do in
denus ratic principles; believing firmly dial <11 nu u are
created equal, and are endowed bv tln ir Creator with inal
lettable righle to life ami liberty, 1 desire to see those pan
clples carried out boldly. earnestly, resolutely, ill Ihe prn'hmladministration of affairs I wish to see the powers ol

this Government exercised for tile great objects which trie
('orist itnrion indicates: for the perfection ofour Union; for
the establishment ol justice ; for Ihe common defence foi
(he security of liberty. At the same time I do not desire to

see this Government, under the Influence ot any zeal, ho*
ever honorable, for freedom, transcend at all the sphere ol
its constitutional powers and duties While, therefore. I
shall steadily support all proper legislation lor the establish
men! and security of freedom in ihe Territories and elar
where within the sphere of exclusive national jurisdiction,

i.i . _ ,...n i,.i>i>u<>n on
I nunii, urmiiir, muse my euop..,,
the sutMrct of slavery within the Stabs In thia linr of*
"'Ii I shall feel hiy m>11 supported hy the preceptsof tha sag' S
"I the revolutionary ere, by the example of the founders »(
the Republic, by the original poliry of the Government, anl
hy the principle! of the Constitution.

I cannot believe that there is danger in such a court*
l.tast ol ail dot a the stale cry of dtaonion alarm me M> n,

fener»||y, a,lapt remailtea to evila. But what evil mat the
slave Stales complain of williliaunioncurv ? Will it estah

Hah slavery in ilia Territories I Will it procure the return
ol fugiiiveat Will it suppress diaruaslon ) Will II secure

alavery where it is) Sir, all men moat see that disunion i*

no remedy lor the slave Stan a. Why then the cry, if not

to alarm the timid, the sensitive, tlie unreflecting.to afford
excuses tor concession ami thus secureadvauiages which
the sober judgment and enlightened coins'iruce of Ilia coun

try would net er yield ?
Mr President, I have never calculated the value of the

Union | know no arithmetic by which the computation
can he made We ol the WesCare in the habit of tookilig

upon the Union as we look upon the arch
thought that it cau ever decay or

ence we regard the grval Ordinance of Freedom, under

whose benign influence, within hula muTT ",*n ^ * r'n

turv n wildcrnFM tui beet iuJo ut empire
Ohio, (he tide* botw of the

lh* onlwit«trp

leave, and will eiaava laitbAHIv to both And now (hat

the time has coma when vaal accession# of free territory de

mand the ap,plication nfth.we pnociphe ol the Ordinance, m

which aha La Indahwd fcr bar proapenty and power. «

guard them again* « »« blighting Influence of alavery, a»>e

will Insist that the mats protection shall he rxicuded to tha

Trir,lories which was axUudtd to her

ug, jy., these tha sentiments of Ohio shine They are

Die sentiments of the people throughout the free spat"

Hare and there the arts or the fears of politicians or rap'

,,1,^. mmy suppress their ulleraure , but they live, and will

lira, its the hsmrtnuf Uia maasca There n uogr. «l and red

rbange in those opu.iona and convictions wlmii plscd 1

majority ple<l«eil to Free Sol 111 the other wing of the I ap

Hot. ft may he, however, that you will sun red heir in

aacnflcing tha claims ol Ire edoni 111 some sriilrmeut car

rtad through the forma of legislation Hill Hie fieople wi I

uusettle your settlement It m y be tiiat you will dent

Ids that the territories shall uot he secured by law agaiual
the Ingress ol alavery The |ie»ple will r. vara* yourdeiei
amadou It may tie that you will succeed 111 burying d a

Ordinance of Freedom Hut the peupU wlU wtltr upon
tomb, Htnrgmn ,' and Die same htfury which records iw

resurrection may also inform jmalrrlly that they who law

neil thay had killed the Proviso, only committed political
suicide

' "1 shall rim again"


